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Write all communications, designed for publica
tior, 2n one side of the paper only.
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coun y in the State. We want sacis of value, re-
sults iccomplished of value, experiences of valu
plainly and briefly told. Ome solid, deinonstira
Sact, = worth a thousand theories

A tdress all communications to

Pas ProerEssrve Farn=s, Poo-igh, N. C.
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T p. saper entered Q8 SeconU-CLUss inltel &l the Post
s Office in ftdvigh, V. 1 ]

.he Progressive Farmer is the
O 3cial Organ of the N. C. Farmers’
Assaciation and N. C. State Farmers’
A liance.

D, you want your paper chauged to
ano-her office? State the one at which
voun have been getting 1t.

DJ you want your comimunication pub-
lisied? If so, give us your real name
aud your postoffica.

¥ Our friends in writing to any of
our advertisers, will favor us by mention-
ing the fact that tocy saw the advertise-
me t in Tee ProgrissiveE FARMER.

- i Je—

¥~ The date on your label tells you
w :en your time is out.
S T e

A SMALL FAVOR ASKED.

Will the judges, memnbers of the
Stale Senate and membe-s of the
Lower House who have refused to ac-
cept free passes from the different
railroad corporations in the State be so
kind as to drop us a postal card to
taat effect? We would appreciate
tais little act of kindness very much.

In respouse to the above the follow.
ing members of the Loagislature and
Senate have gone on record as having
refused railroad passes:

B. A. Wellons, Johnston county;
J. D. Parker, Perquimans county; E.
C. Beddingfield, Wake county; M. J.
Ham, Wayne county; John Norwoord,
Orange county; N. Gibbon, Mecklen-
qurg countiy.

P
SENATOR VANCE AND OUR
X CRITICS.
UR editorial in rezard to the

dispostuion ot the Sub Treasury
bill by Sena.or Vance seems to have
created quite a stir., We expressed
our feelings on the maiter and had
not thought of saying much more
about it unless there should be new
developments.  However, so much
has heen said both pro ind con and
our fanguage having bheen misunder.
stood in some respecs, we deem it
due all concerned to explain several
things and publish additional litera
ture bearing directly upon the subjec’,
which, we think, will strengthen our
original position and at the same time
do jastice to all parties.

We will begin by asking a guestion
and giving the answer. Who has a
right to criticize the mistakes or
wrong doings either of private ciui
zens or of public officiale, and who, if
they should go too far in the matter
and do tham some injustice, would be
80 likely to reconsider the matter and
right the wrong done ?

Undoubtedly it is his friends. Is
Tae Proogressive Farmer a friend of
Senator Vance? Col. L. L. Polk is
the editor and owner of this paper.
His record shows tha: he is. We
have never even heard it intimated
that he has ever antagonized Senator
Vance in thig State or elsewhere. On
the other hand many will testify as to
his warm friendship for Senator
Vance. Dauring the past six months
Col. Polk has made flying visits to
Raleigh several 1imes. In several
private and confidential conversations
with the writer he has discussed Sen-
stor Vance and his conneclion with
the Sub Treasury bill. He always
spoke of Senator Vance in a way
that was proof positive that he had
great confidence in the Senator. The
fact that Col. Polk is in the North-
western States filling his appointments
is well known and the writer author-
ized the statement in the Daily Chron-
icle of the 11th to the effect that Col.
Polk knew nothing of the nature of
the editorials or other matier in his
paper at this time, but that the asso-
ciate editor, whose name can be seen
at the top of this paper at all times,
was alone responsible for all that the
paper contains, the views of correspon
dents and clippings from other papers,
of course, always excepted. When
the editorial was written Col. Polk did
not know of the action of Senator

Vance nor the existence of his letter.
Hence he could not have written the
editorial nor could he have dictated
it. We dwell on this point because
we want the public to know who to
censure if anything appears in this pa
. per that is mnot right during his ab.
sence there.
Well, what about the associate
editor ? He has always been a Dem.
Ocral—was raised “up in the faith.”

T o
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' Lo vote.
~ | lered " himself hoarse and has been as

| big & fool about Senator Vance as any
> ot the average citizens in the State.

! As such has been one of Senator
' Vance's admirers and supporters, and
'ex pect to be if Vance does right. :
| writer has carried torches and rode in

The

horseback processions in honor of
Vance, even before he was old enough
In fact the writer has * hol-

So far as we have heard, our
farmer friends generally approve of
the editorial in last week’s paper.
They all say that they think Senator
Vance has done wrong— made a mis
take, and that the criticism was called
for. Some few think it was rather
harsh.

The truth is, there is always two
sides to a question, and generally
there are palliating circumstances at-
tending things which we too often
overlook in our haste to commend a
thing we think is right, or condemn
what we think is wrong. TEE PrO
GRESSIVE FARMER is an Alliance paper.
It is not run in the interest of Sena-
tor Vance, nor of the Democratic
party, nor the Republican party.
However, it has given Senator Vance
more advertising in its columns dur
ing the pasi six months than any
paper in the State. The wvname of
Vance has appeared in its columns
oftener, editorially, or in communica
tions, and having more than twice
as great a circulation in the State as
that of any other paper, and all this
being praise of him partly on
account of his supposed advocacy
of and willingness to push the Sub
Treasury bill, or a good substiiute,
and partly because of the great con-
fidlence of our correspondents and
ourselves in him as a man. After all
of this you are bound to admit that
we think we have good reasons fur even
severe criticisms.

If you ask the reasoms, here are
some of them: Is Senator Vance a
King? In ‘“ye olden time"” there
was a belief tha; the King could do
no wrong, or something of the kind.
If you thought he did, you were not
allowed to say so. But we live in a
free country. Everybody can do and
say what he thinks, to a certain ex
tent, and as the Irishman said:
‘“ Bejabbers the man who will not do
as Le pleases in this free country
ought to be compellel to do so.”

. If the writer has done Senator
Vance an injustice, all have failed to
produce the proof. They put forward
his record as a public official and de-
fend that. We have done the same
belore to day and volunteer to do so
again 1if necessary. We did not at
tack his past record, and will say
right here that if that record had not
been above r:proach, we would have
hit him a great deal harder for the
present offence.

Now a few words about the wrong
done. Senator Vance says he told
Col. Polk and Dr. Macune that, in his
opinion, the Sub-Treasury bill was
unconstitutional when first presented
to hun  That was all right. B it we
will say here that Senator Vance was
never a great success as a lawyer. He
was popular as a lawyer, as stump
spe «ker and as a man; but never was
cousidered a great lawyer. So he
may be mistaken about the constitu
tisuality of the bill. Aside from his
popularity wherever known, we have
never heard that Senator Vance has
exhibited extraordinary ability in
anything except as a tariff debater.
Along that line he probably is the
equal of any man in America. We
repeat that he is liable to be mistaken
as to constitutionality. The Feonomist
says that the Legislative Committee
of the Alliance give Senator Vance
authority to change the b.ll so that it
would be constitutional, and says
further that he did change it. Sena-
tor Vance'sduty was to get the bill in
as good shape as possible and to have
watched its course, suggested changes,
offered amendments and the commit-
tees in each hcuse should have done
80, too. Neither Senator Van:e nor
the members of the committee decide
the constitutionality of anything. The
Senate as a body iself cannot decide
constitutional questions. The Supreme
Court makes a specialty of that.

In our editorial we said in sub-
stance that if the Sub Treasury bill
was not congtitutional, Senator Vance
should have continued to work for it,
as he is paid to do, until the farmers
savd sbop; we will abandon this bl
We stand on the same immovable
platform. We are now going to
take Senator Vance's own words in
support of this. In the Washington
news published in the State Chronicle
on last Friday, we find that Senator
Vance has changed over to our side.
The silver bill was under discussion
in the Senate. Mr. Plumb said: “That
in the particulars which he regarded
as essential the bill was comparatively
unobjectionable, supposing  always
that a compromise had to be made "

In reply to the above Senator
Vance used the following language:

‘It is admitted that the bill is not what
it ought to be. Common sense would
dictate then that we try to make it what
it ought to be.”

Ah! there, dear Senator Vance.
We have got you where the wool is
long enough to hold you awhile at
least. You do not hesitate to say that

your duty and that of your fellow
member is to hold on and make the

silver ball what it ought to be. You
evidently are favor of the passage of

- —

the bill. Why did you not say the
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same about the Sub-Treasury? Why
d:dn’t you say, “boys the Sub Treas
ury bill is not what it ought to be, but com
mon sense uould dictate that wetry o
make it what it ought to be. Go V'
boys, it may not be constitutional,
but we can make it constitutional
My farmer friends down in North
Carolina sre nearly all in favor of 1t
so are the farmers of other States.
He should have said all of this, and »
great deal more, and he should have
continued to talk it in unmistakable
language. Senator Vance may be ibe
biggest man in North Carolina; he
may be the smartest; he may be the
noblest, but we have used his own
argument—his own words, against
his own logic in the Sub-Treasury
matter, and we defy Senator Vance
or any other of the “‘biggest” men In
Nor:h Carolina to successfully con-
trovert the position.

Now we are going to quote the fol
lowing from his letter to President
Carr:

“My own position remains the
game. 1 cannot support this bill in
its present shape. But I am not op.
posed to the principle and purposes of
the measure. Onthecontrary they are
those which I have for ten years ad-
vocated, and for the accomplishment
of which I have in every county in
North Carolina again and again urged
the organization ofthe farmers, point
ing out to them how that all other
classes of society were organized for
the promotion of their separate inter-
ests.”

Now, the biggest man in North
Carolina has put his foot in it again.
The principles of the Sub Treasury bill
are all right. +They are those which 1
have for ten years advocated.” The
principles of the silver bill are sll
right, too, but the bi/l is crude.” “But
common sense would dictate then
that we try to make it what it ought
to be.” We think the most ardent
friends of our *‘junior senator” will
agree with us after a careful reading
of the above facts that he has placed
himself in another awkward position.

The principles of the Sub-Treasury
plan are all right. He ‘“has been ad-
vocating them for ten years.” If the
principles of a man are good he is
safe. He may make great mistakes.
But if his principles are good (here is
hope that something may be done. If
the principles of a bill are wrong it
being an inanimate thing, it cannot
change. But when they are right, as
he admits, we have Senator Vance
and 416 other well paid legislators in
Washington City, whose business it
to try to put them in first-class shape.

Senator Vance says he cannot hon

estly support a measure that he thinks
1s unconstitutional. There is anothar
palliating circumstance for our course
in this. This is not the first time laws
for the relief of farmers have been
discarded. The farmers have about
come to the conclusion that every.
thing they want is disposed of with
that sterotyped word—* Unconstitu.
tional.”
Now, why is this? The farmers as
a mass are generally very uuselfish.
They will take one half it they can't
get a whole thing. Tha Coastitution
of the United States is the most rea
sona“le thing in the world. It could
hardly be improved. It grants free
dom and liberty to all and equal rights
to all. Why is it that the most rea
sonable class of people living under
that Constitution have failed year af
ter year in getting what little they
have asked for and after having made
all manner of concessions, have veen
met with that wonderful, wonderful
word—*“unconstitutional!’, All pro
fessional and business men agree tha*
the farmers’ prosperity is their pros
perity. That is true. Then if the
farmers should ge! a little class legisla
tion would not everybody be benefit
ted to some degree. Our opinion is,
and many thiogs point that way, that
many of our law-makers and their as
sociates have decided that the farm-
ers and other laboring people must be
kept down—must be kept ignorant;
must be held in subjection or they
will feel their power and overthrow
their schemes to enrich themselves and
build palaces and wear fine linen
every day. That is our opinion. God
alone can answer this correctly.

Now as to Senator Vance's opinion
of the Sub-Treasury bill may be

right. His opinion or yours, dear
reader, is only that of one man. It
1s not a matter ol opinion. A large

portion of our people have said they
wanted the bill or a better one passed.
They must have relief. Senator Vance
refuses to push the measure, and
after all onr trouble he throws it
aside and writes a letter and adviges
us to fight for relief inside the party
ranks; to fight for tariff reduction and
all that. His advice is good if there
was & possibility to carry it out. We
must continue to fight as he advises
on that. But in throwing down the
Sub.Treasury bill he puts us back
where we started, back to issues that
have been kept alive for years with-
out result. He discards the Sub
Treasury bill which if passed would
have taken our farmers out of the
hands of the stock and grain specu-
lators and enabled them to have held
their produce some little time so they
could have disposed of it at much
greater advantage. Where one county
could not have been entitled to a
warehouse it could have beea built on
county lines and two. or three coun-

ties could have got advantage of the

sys-tém. The bill migh: hq?? been
made constitut’'onal. The opinions of
Senator Vance and the constitution
does not feed people. It does not lift
the morigages trom our farms and
homes; it does not give bread 'and
woney to widows and orphans. When
the ¢ :ildren of this day are growing
up in ignorance for want ol woney
Senator Vance's opinions will not pay
for their educa 1on. No, it 18 not a
matter of opinion. It is a matter of
so much importan e that tile v xistence
of this governm=nt hangs as by a t'ny
thread which the Sub Treasury bill
might have strengthened until the
thread became a rope.

Those who blame TaE PROIRESSIVE
FarMER for its utterances must remem-
ber that it has opinions and does ngt
go over the country to see what other
people eay about anything. It says
what it thinks, but is willing at ail
times to acknowledge an error if the
proof is put forward.

The press general'y has been very
gensible and conservative in their
criticism of our editorial. But a few
have made some wild remarks, but we
accord them the right to express
their opinions. Our mneighbor, the
State Chronicle, got sick last week. It
was very sick. We fear that in his
zeal to apologiZe for our distinguished
Senator, Bro. Daniels went further
than was necessary. It takes up the
paragraph, ¢ The moral of all is: We
must go back to the old way of elect-
ing farmer Congressmen and Senators.
It becomes more and more apparent
that those we call our friends are our
ensmies.”

We had explained and modified
that paragraph in a conversation with
Bro. Daniels. Every editor in this
country knows that it is hard to write
just what you want to write at times
and to get it just where it ought to
have been. We will not apologize
for the sentiment contained in that
paragraph. We have written about
the same before—expect to again.
We meant to say about this
although the Ilanguage conveys
a different meaning: ¢The morai
of it all is this: We must go back
to the old way of electing Senators
and Congressmen. The fact that 68
of our 82 Senators are lawyers, many
of them connected with banks, rail-
roads and other corporations, and 42
of them being millionaires, also that a
large portion of our Congressmen be
ing connected with and interested in
corporations which are being used to
enrich the few to the detriment ol
the many, makes this absolutely neces
sary.”

Tais paragraph makes us says that
Senator Vance is an enemy to the
people. That was another slip of the
pen. We meant to say, and repeat 1t
now, that Senator Vance has placed
himself in the attitude of an enemy
so far as the Sub-Treasury bill is con.
cerned, and we are going to stick to
it uatil convinced to the contiary, by
Sepator Vance or somebody else.
But he would be a great fool who
would say that Vance has always ~een
an enemy of the people, or that bhis
position on most other questions had
been antagonistic to the interests of
the people of his 3tate.

We have endeavored to explain
ourselves and injure no one. We
have, we hink, made it pla‘m that
we were defending our principles as
Alliance men instead of making war
on Senator Vance or the Democratic
party. The Alliance is non partisan.
When it was first organized 1t wanted
political reform, It wantsit yet. But
it will expect to get 1 rhrough the
dominaut party. The wms] rity rules
in the Alliance. A rmajority of the
Alliance men are Democrats, and not.
withstanding the signs ot disintegra-
tion which have been conjured up by
some of the newspapers of the Sta‘e, we
have no fears. The D-mnocrais in the
Alliance will vote as they please. The
Republicans in the Al'iance will do
the same. It is alleged that Alliance
men have urged a th.rd party. If
true they have downw 1. without the
authority of the nij .»r 'v of Alliance
men. Any Alliarve »an who inti-
mates that there is a tli| party being
formed does hims. It and the cause an
injustice.

—_—— i O s ——
THE ALLIANCE .S A PLAT-
X FORM MAXER.

HE Charlotte Chronicle, which is
edited wi-hi marked ability, islike
some more of us, it makes some bad
mistakes. In a recent issue it has the
following to say about the Allianca:
“The Alliance hu: gone into poli.
tics. The Chronice does not think
it wisest for the organization and its
constitutional purposes, that it should
have been led into politics by ambitious
leaders. However, as a fact, the Al.
liance is now in politics. Properly it
starts out with a platform; the princi.
pal feature of which is the sub treas.
ury scheme. When that idea was first
given to the public, it was brought
forth with a brass band and a long
procession amidst great rejoicings, as
the one remedy for the evils ot agri-
cultural depression. Its object is
worthy the support of every patriot,
and did the Chronicle believe that it
were constitutional, and that it wonld
remedy agricultural depression, no
farmer in the entire country would
give it heartier support than would
this paper.”
We noticed in one of our exchanges

a day or two ago, a brief but concise

answer to the Chronicle In substance
it was about as follows: “The farm.
ers are not very anxious to make
platforms, but they are makin z earnest
efforts to make some platform per
formers.” Thatisit. The platforms
are very good. But we need more

«platform performers” very, very
nadly.

e b —
X SENATOR VANCE

Joins the Ranks of the Letter-Writers
upon the Sub- Treasury Bill.

HE Nutional Fconomist, of last
week, contained the following

comments on the letter written by
Senator Vance concerning the Sub-
Treasary bill. The Eeonomist is pub.
lished in Washington City, and if it
does not s ate viie case correctly Sen.-
ator Vabpce vau correct ii:

The above letier will indeed be a
surprise to the farmers of this coun-
try, and could with perfect safely be
left to stand or fall on its merits. The
membership have answered and com.
pletely demolished the sophisiry and
false arguments of Mills, Carlisle and
the other letter writers who take the
Wall.stieet view of the matter, and
would no doubt in time will answer
Senator Vance, but it is deemed best to
here publish the letter in full and
comment upon it fairly, and with
neither favor or opposition to 1ts
author, call attention to the forces
that he and others like him under
present conditions are compelled to
obey.

The Eeconomist has no war to make
on those who see fit to oppose the
Sub.Treasury law; that is not its mis-
sion. It seeks to educate in the prin-
ciples of economic government and
contends for all the principles of the
Alliance and such measures as have
been adopted by the Supreme Coun.
¢cil. Those who oppose the Sub-
Treasury law will find their hands
full in trying to make peace with a
downtroiden and oppressed people
that would be benefited by it. If
they write letters in opposition to
that measure they may expect an.
swers. Sophistry may often sound 8o
plausible that it can not be readily an.
swered in debate, but when it is writ-
ten 1t can be subjected to the inflex-
ible laws of analysis, and always suc
cessfully combatted.

The first paragraph of the above
letter shows that it was not written in
response to any inquiry from Presi.
tent Carr upon the subject, but to
silence rumors in regard to the Sen-
ator's position and to answer numer.
ous letters of inquiry. The Senator
very properly concluded that the best
way to answer all the letters that had
come pouring in on him, and at the
same time silencé all rumors, was to
address a letter to the President of
the State Alliance of North Carolina
and publish it for the benefit of all
concerned. This is all right and
proper, but it shows that Senator
Vance had kept his views strictly to
himself from the time the bill was in-
troduced till the pres-nt, and it do s
no: seem unfair to conclude that he
remained silent just as long as he
could, because a further silence could
only have been constructed as an op-
position to the measure without the
“ Sunday suit” in which he dresses
his views in the letter. The Chair-
man of the National Legislative Com.
mittee of the Alliance recently ad-
dressed letters of inquiry on this sub-
ject to Senator Vance and Represen.
tative Pickler, the following are the
replies received:

WasmineTon, D. C., June 26, 1890.

Dear Sir:—Your favor of 19th inst.
came duly to hand. In reply I will say
that I am now preparing a letter whi:h
will fully explain my position on the Sub-
Treasury bill, and wheu it isready I shall
be pleased to furnish you with a copy.

Very respectfully and truly yours,
Z B. Vaxce

WasmiNeron, D. C., June 16, [890,

My DEaArR Sir: —Your favor of June
19th, stating that you are in receipt of in-
formation from several of the States in
which it is stated 1 will probably vote
against the Sub-Trea-ury bill, received. 1
have to say that there is no foundation in
truth for suc: rzports, and I shall not
vote against the bill. The main objects
of the bill as I understand it, to-wit: To
procure more money for circulation, a
flexible volume, at a low rate of interest
and in the most direct manner, to the
people, and to devise some means which
will assist the producer in holding his
products uatil such time during the year
as will enable him to realize the greatest
amount for such products, I heartily
favor. Itis, I think, probable that some
amendment as to details are desirable,
but the objects I cordially favor in the
bill; or in any other reasonable form they
may be presented, and I shall so vote.

J. R. PICKLER.

This shows that Senator Vance
kept the legislative committe as much
in the dark in regard to his position
as he did the rest of the order. Why
was this ? If he was under no obli-
gation to support the measure,” why
resist all efforts to find out his posi-
tion just so long as he possibly could?
Answers to these questions will be
developed as the statements of the let-
ter are better understood.

The second paragraph of the letter
shows that Senator Vance told Presi-
dent Polk and the Chairman of the
Legislative Committee of the Alliance
that he was not prepared to support
the bill, but that was not the hill he
introduced. The bill introduced in
the House by Mr. Pickler was the bill

o ——
tee, and is the ouly bill drawn 1, 111.
committee. A copy of thig b | -
been presented to Senator \' N
it was about it he was talkiy,.. iy
he used the language he quoges 5,
he went further and propose ;.
!nodel and amend the bill an t
in better shape before he inyry,
it. This was readily agreeq , .
he was informed that it was |,. ..
that his greater wisdom and oy,
ence would make every chang. 1,,,
might propose an improvemery; 7
Chairman of the Legislative (',
tee gave him special auf,i_o:-'{;}'.‘”'_'“‘__
make any changes in the bill 15, ,
might choose. He took the ni] ..
the changes without further cope, .
tion, and introduced it, and (h,. b
time the Chairman of the Legislay:...
Committee of the Alliancs sy .1
Vance bill or knew what its proyisi oy
were was after it had been iyt ;:‘..-.
in the Senate aud printed. ’l‘g;e :;D.tr__'
ate bill is the Vance mod;licaizof.ff
the Sub.Treasury bill, and the qya.
tion naturally arises, if he coyli 31
amend the bill so that he wouy! i sun.
port it, why did he amend it ay a';t'
Againif he saw fit 10 amend it anq ;‘}1.
troduce it in a shape that he wey)
not support, why did he not say 5'0.
at least to the committee ? Could }e
have been acting in good faith gt L:t
time he took the bill, amended it ap
introduced the Vance bill if he 13:1»'::;
intended to write this letter at syl
time as was calculated to do (e
cause much harm ? These and mapy
others of like import are pertinen:
and will be answered in various ways
by thinking people of this country, -
In the third parazraph Senator
Vance says: I cannot support this
bill in its present shape,” and in the
closing sentence of the letter he savs
“ Liet us earnesuly contend against the
spirit of centralization which is con-
stantly threatening to absoro the local
self.government of the people of the
States.” Now since he is alone re
sponsible for its ¢ present suape,” and
since he inserted as one of his amend.
ments to the bill the feature makine
the managers of the sub-treasuries
subject to appointment by the Secre
tary of the Treasury, instead of being
subject to election by popular vote ot
the people of the country as provided
in the genuine Sub Treasury bill of
the commitiee, and since that clause
of the bill is the one that has raised
opposition as a fea'ure tending to
centralization, ‘that would £l the
States with carpet-baggers, Federal
appointees, and colored supervisors,”
and since the Senator is a Southern
msn and a Democrat. is there not
danger that some shrewd observer
will put this and that together and
say: “ Vance is no fool; he don't
make such blunders as that; he did it
on purpose. He has acted as traitor
and betrayed the farmers’ movement.
He could not honestly putin a feature
that would tend to kill the measure
with Democrats. He is, however,
making himself ridiculous oy throw-
ing stones at the glass house he him
self built.” If there be any who
would ask these questions, and n¢
doubt there will be, they will do tke
Senator great injustice, and be aliw
geiher wrong. Those who know
Senator Vance will never accuse him
of the wrongs here 'mplied. He has
always been on the side of the farmer
next after the Democratic party, and
it is too late for him mow to change
That his course has been wronyg, and
that it has perpetrated a greal wrong
upon the Alliance movement, cannot
be denied; but that Senator \ance
intended it should from the begin
ning, ¢r now intends it, or has in any
way intended any bad faith with tbe
Order, is denied most positively. In
fact there is abundant evidence for the
belief that he, when he had 4 tended
the bill to his liking and introduced
it, intended to support and vote lor
the bill. His provertial honesty
would have impelled bim Lo
the committee had ke ntended 10 d0
otherwise. There can be no doubl
that he intended to suppoit aud vote
for the bill until recently. Then when
he found himself foreed Lo cuaoge, 1
became necessary to write a big letter
in order to neutralize this sppearance
of a deliberate design to .lpjure he
Order from the start. Senaor i auce
is a pure man, snd a true man as LAE
goes in these modern times— rus to
party first and to the people nex!
The place in which the sinceriy o
Senator Vance seems most guestion
able is where he claims the Sul
Treasury bill to be unconpstitulionas
because it ‘ provides for the loaning
of money tothe people by the 2oV
ernment.” He knows that it 18 con
stitutional for the govermment to ac
cept a deposit having exchangea)®
value (bonds) and issue to certain co:
porations treasury mnotes, and charge
them a tax of one per cent. per an-
num, because the Supreme Coutt ol
the United States has said 1t was con-
stitutional and that settles the point
beyond question Yet he claims that
it is unconstitutional for the goveru
ment to accept a deposit having ex
changeable (and intrinsic) value frc.u_,
anybody, and issue t.r:eaaury notes to
them and charge an interest of one
per cent. per annum. Now the gues-
tion is, if he is sincere in this beliel.
why did he not in his bill change the
word interest to tax, and have an ex-
act counterpart to the national bank
law that has been declared comstitu-

tional ?
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